There has been growing concern about the numerous case-reports of suicides following contact with Web sites that incite people to suicide and provide detailed information on suicide methods (Alao, Yolles & Armenta, 1999; Australian IT, 2004; Baume, Cantor & Rolfe, 1997; Becker & Schmidt, 2004; Dobson, 1999; Luxton, June & Fairall, 2012; Mehlum, 2000; Niezen, 2013; Rajagopal, 2004; Reany, 2004; Richard, Werth & Rogers, 2000; Robertson et al., 2012; Thompson, 1999) . This article presents and discusses ethical, legal and practical issues in the control and regulation of suicide promotion and assistance over the Internet.
There are numerous reports in the media and scientific journals of suicides purportedly related to contact with Internet sites. Typical examples include the suicide, which instigated the introduction of a bill in the Danish Parliament in February 2004 to ban websites that encourage and provide information about suicide. The son of a Danish journalist was apparently encouraged to end his life by a website that gave him information he used to kill himself. Becker and colleagues (Becker, El-Faddagh & Schmidt, 2004; Becker et al., 2004) , who reported on a 17 year old female suicide attempter, concluded that Web sites may trigger suicidal behaviour in pre-disposed adolescents. Several newspaper articles tell of distraught parents who blamed their child's suicide on Internet sites (Shepherd, 2004) .
The Internet may glorify suicides by ensuring the attention of multiple onlookers. For example, in 2008, the suicide of a young man was broadcast using a webcam over the Internet while 1,500 people apparently watched as the man lay dying (Polder-Verkiel, 2012) . When someone finally called the police, it was too late.
Multiple suicides by people who meet on chat sites appear to be increasing. A much-publicized example concerned Louis Gillies from Glasgow who met Michael Gooden from East Sussex (England), in May 2002, on a suicide "newsgroup" (Innes , 2003) . While on a cliff ready to jump, Mr. Gillies was talked out of killing himself by a friend on his cell phone, but Mr. Gooden refused to talk and jumped. Mr. Gillies was charged with aiding and abetting a suicide; he killed himself in April 2003, just before the trial was about to begin.
Meeting suicide companions online appears to be most prevalent in Japan (Japon, 2004) where, between February and early June 2003, at least twenty Japanese died in suicide pacts with companions they met on the Internet, many by strikingly similar carbon monoxide poisonings (Harding, 2004; "Seven die", 2004) . It is believed that the first "wave" of Internet suicide pacts occurred in 2000 in South Korea when there were three cases. In March 2003, an Austrian teenager and a 40-year-old Italian who met on a suicide chat jointly committed suicide near Vienna ("Pair planned suicide", 2003). The man had also contacted two young Germans via online chat, but Police alerted their families before they could carry out their suicides.
Legal provisions and law reform projects
Many countries have laws prohibiting aiding and abetting suicide; however, we are not aware of any case where Internet activity has been pursued in a court of law for aiding or abetting suicide. However, on 13 February 2005, Gerald Krein was arrested in Oregon for solicitation to commit murder after it was alleged that he used his Internet chat room to entice up to 31 lonely single women to kill themselves on Valentine's Day. The arrest followed a report to police by a woman in the chat room who said another participant talked about killing her two children before taking her own life (Booth, 2005) . We may wonder why current laws against aiding and abetting suicide have not been applied to Internet activities, given the compelling nature of specific case histories when people died by suicide in a manner communicated over the Internet and following a series of Internet contacts in which they were encouraged to kill themselves.
It may be helpful to examine legal jurisprudence regarding standards for determining causality in such matters. When individuals are deemed to be responsible for having caused harm to another person, their actions are usually in close temporal and physical proximity to the victim's death. For example, a person who strikes another person
